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Mail Stop 8 

Director of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



REPORT ON THE 
FILING OR DETERMINATION OF AN 
ACTION REGARDING A PATENT OR 
TRADEMARK 



In Compliance with 35 U.S.C. § 290 and/or 1 5 U.S.C. § 1 1 16 you are hereby advised that a court action has been 

filed in the U.S. District Court Western District of Texas, San Antonio Division on the following 

□ Trademarks or 0 Patents. (□ the patent action involves 35 U.S.C. § 292.): 



DOCKET NO. 1 DATE FILED 1 U.S. DISTRICT COURT 

SA12-cv-106 FB | 2/2/2012 | Western District of Texas, San Antonio Division 


PLAINTIFF 
e-WATCH, INC. 


DEFENDANT 
INFINIAS, LLC 


PATENT OR 
TRADEMARK NO. 


DATE OF PATENT 
OR TRADEMARK 


HOLDER OF PATENT OR TRADEMARK 
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In the above — entitled case, the following patent(s)/ trademark(s) have been included: 



DATE INCLUDED 


INCLUDED BY 

□ Amendment □ Answer □ Cross Bill □ Other Pleading 
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In the above — entitled case, the following decision has been rendered or judgement issued: 




— / / 


CLERK 

William G. Putnicki 


(^YjfcEPUTY CLERK 


DATE 

FEB -2 2012 



Copy 1 — Upon initiation of action, mail this copy to Dir^cjffi^ Copy 3 — Upon termination of action, mail this copy to Director 
Copy 2 — Upon filing document adding patent(s), mail thtefcopy to Director Copy 4 — Case fde copy 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
SAN ANTONIO DIVISION 

§ 

§ Civil Case No. 5:12-cv-106 

§ 
§ 

§ Jury demanded 

§ 
§ 
§ 



COMPLAINT 



Comes Now e-WATCH, INC., complaining of INFINIAS, LLC, and for cause of action 



respectfully shows as follows: 



Parties 



1. Plaintiff e- Watch, Inc.. is a Nevada Corporation with its principal office in San 



Antonio, Texas. 

2. Defendant Infinias, LLC is a Indiana Limited Liability Company with its 
principal office in Carmel, Indiana. It may be served with process by serving its registered agent 
for service of process, Wayne Jared at 141 12 Secretariat Court, Westfield, Indiana 46074. 
Jurisdiction and Venue 



3. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 
1338(a), because Plaintiffs claims arise under federal laws relating to patents and unfair 



competition. 

4. This Court has personal jurisdiction over the Defendant because it transacts 

business within geographic boundaries of the Western District of Texas, and it has committed 

A true copy oS the original. I certify, Page t 

ClerkJyS. District Court 



e-WATCH, INC. 
Plaintiff 

v. 

INFINIAS, LLC 
Defendant 
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acts of patent infringement within the geographic boundaries of the Western District of Texas. 

5. Venue is proper in the Western District of Texas pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 
1391(b), 1391(c) and 1400(b) because the Defendant is subject to personal jurisdiction in this 
judicial district, the Defendant regularly conducts business in the state of Texas and within this 
judicial district, and the Defendant has committed acts of infringement within this judicial 
district. 

Facts 

6. e- Watch develops and markets hardware, software and services designed to 
centrally manage a multiplicity of safety, security and access control devices using IP protocol 
over a computer network. For example, a corporate office campus may include access control by 
way of card readers, keypads and biometric readers to unlock doors, still frame pictures of 
individuals seeking access for human or software facial recognition. It may also include full 
motion cameras monitoring hallways, and alarms which monitor breaking glass or emergency 
egress doors, e- Watch has developed technology which can integrate all of these diverse 
components into a centrally managed system, as opposed to each individual component 
comprising its own discrete system. 

7. e- Watch is the owner of United States Patent No. 6,970,1 83 filed on June 14, 
2000 and which issued on November 29, 2005 (the '183 Patent), and of United States Patent No. 
7,228,429 filed on September 21, 2001 and which issued on June 5, 2007 (the '429 Patent). The 
hardware and software systems marketed by e-Watch incorporate claims included these patents. 

8. On information and belief the Defendant, Infinias makes, uses and sells, or 
attempts to make, use or sell, or otherwise provides throughout the United States and within the 
geographical area covered by the United States District Court for the Western District of Texas 
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products and services which utilize the systems and methods described by claims in the ' 1 83 and 
'429 Patents. 

CLAIM FOR INFRINGEMENT OF THE '183 PATENT 

9. Plaintiff incorporates the foregoing paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth 

below. 

1 0. The ' 1 83 Patent describes technology for a multimedia surveillance and 
monitoring system which can transmit sensor data using digital transmission over both wired and 
wireless computer networks. 

11. The ' 1 83, Patent is valid and enforceable. 

12. The Defendant has and continues to infringe, contributorily infringe or actively 
induce the infringement of the '183 Patent by using, selling and offering for use or sale products 
and services within this judicial district which incorporate e- Watch's patented technology. The 
Defendant is offering for sale or use, or selling or using these products without license or 
authority from e-Watch. The claims of the patent are either literally infringed or infringed under 
the doctrine of equivalents. These infringing acts of the Defendant are committed in violation of 
35U.S.C. §271. 

1 3 . Upon information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that the acts of infringement by the 
Defendant are willful, making this an exceptional case under 35 U.S.C. § 285. 

14. Upon information and belief, Plaintiff further alleges that the actions of the 
Defendant have resulted in substantial lost profits to the Plaintiff, and substantial unjust profits 
and enrichment to the Defendant, all in amounts yet to be determined. Plaintiff at all times has 
been and is now willing to grant licenses to qualified parties, including the Defendant, for the use 
of its patented technology, at a reasonable royalty rate. Defendant's acts of infringement have 
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caused irreparable harm to the Plaintiff and will continue to do so unless enjoined by the Court. 

CLAIM FOR INFRINGEMENT OF THE '429 PATENT 

15. Plaintiff incorporates the foregoing paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth 

below. 

16. The '429 Patent describes network appliances designed to integrate a combination 
of monitoring devices and building support functions into a single device that can communicate 
over a single network connection. 

1 7. The '429, Patent is valid and enforceable. 

18. The Defendant has and continues to infringe, contributorily infringe or actively 
induce the infringement of the '429 Patent by using, selling and offering for use or sale products 
and services within this judicial district which incorporate e- Watch's patented technology. The 
Defendant is offering for sale or use, or selling or using these products without license or 
authority from e- Watch. The claims of the patent are either literally infringed or infringed under 
the doctrine of equivalents. These infringing acts of the Defendant are committed in violation of 
35U.S.C. §271. 

1 9. Upon information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that the acts of infringement by the 
Defendant are willful, making this an exceptional case under 35 U.S.C. § 285. 

20. Upon information and belief, Plaintiff further alleges that the actions of the 
Defendant have resulted in substantial lost profits to the Plaintiff, and substantial unjust profits 
and enrichment to the Defendant, all in amounts yet to be determined. Plaintiff at all times has 
been and is now willing to grant licenses to qualified parties, including the Defendant, for the use 
of its patented technology, at a reasonable royalty rate. Defendant's acts of infringement have 
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caused irreparable harm to the Plaintiff and will continue to do so unless enjoined by the Court. 

DAMAGES 

21. As a result of Defendant' s infringement, Plaintiff has suffered actual and 
consequential damages, however, Plaintiff does not yet know the full extent of such damages and 
such extent cannot be ascertained except through discovery and special accounting. To the 
fullest extent permitted by law, Plaintiff seeks recovery of damages for lost profits, reasonable 
royalties, unjust enrichment, and benefits received by the Defendant as a result of using the 
misappropriated technology. Plaintiff seeks any other damages to which it may be entitled in 
law or in equity. 

22. Defendant's infringement was committed intentionally, knowingly, and with 
callous disregard of Plaintiff s legitimate rights. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to and now seeks 
to recover exemplary damages in an amount not less than the maximum amount permitted by 
law. 

ATTORNEYS FEES 

23. Plaintiff is entitled to recover reasonable and necessary attorneys fees under 
applicable law. 

CONDITIONS PRECEDENT 

24. All conditions precedent to Plaintiffs right to recover as requested herein have 
occurred or been satisfied. 



Page 5 



Case5:12-cv-00106-FB Document 1 Filed 02/02/12 Page 6 of 6 



JURY DEMAND 



25. Plaintiff demands a trial by jury pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 38. 



WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, Plaintiff e-Watch, Inc. asks that 



Defendant, Infinias, LLC, be cited to appear and answer and, on final trial, that Plaintiff have 
judgment against Defendant for the following: 



a. Actual economic damages; 

b. Exemplary treble damages as allowed by law; 

c. Permanent injunction; 

d. Attorney fees; 

e. Pre-judgment and post-judgment interest as allowed by law; 

f. Costs of suit; and 

g. All other relief in law or in equity to which Plaintiff may show itself justly 



W. Shawn Staples^TBN 6t)788457 
Stanley Frank & Rose LLP 
7026 Old Katy Rd., Suite 259 
Houston, Texas 77024 
Tel: 713-980-4381 - Fax: 713-980-1179 
wsstaples(q),stanleylaw.com 
Attorney in Charge for e- Watch, Inc. 



PRAYER 



entitled. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither 
by local rules of court. This form, approved by the Judicial Conference 
the civil docket sheet. (SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON THE REVERSE OF THE 



CIVIL COVER SHEET 



replace nor supplement the filing and service of pleadings or other papers as requ 
ofthe United States in September 1974, is required for the use of the Clerk of Cc 



_ired by law, except as provided 
:ourt for the purpose of initiating 



I. (a) PLAINTIFFS 

e-Watch, Inc. 

(b) County of Residence of First Listed Plaintiff 



(EXCEPT IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES) 



(c) Attorney's (Firm Name, Address, and Telephone Number) 

W. Shawn Staples, 7026 Old Katy Rd., Suite 259, Houston, Texas 77024 



DEFENDANTS 

Infinias, LLC 

County of Residence of First Listed Defendant 
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LAND IN 
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□ 120 Marine 
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& Enforcement of Judgment 
O 151 Medicare Act 
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0 Other Personal 
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□ 442 Employment 

□ 443 Housing/ 



L INJURY 

□ 362 Personal Injury - 
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O 365 Personal Injury ■ 
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10 Fair Labor Standards 
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Security Act 
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□ 422 Appeal 28 USC 158 



□ 820 Copyrights 
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O 840 Trademark 
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SSID Title XVI 
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Defendant) 
O 871 IRS— Third Part 
26 USC 7609 



□ 400 State Reapportionment 
O 410 Antitrust 

□ 430 Banks and Banking 

□ 450 Commerce 
Deportation 

Racketeer Influenced and 
Corrupt Organizations 
Consumer Credit 
i Cable/Sat TV 
O 810 Selective Service 
O 850 Securities/Commodities/ 
Exchange 

Customer Challenge 
12 USC 3410 

□ 890 Other Statutory Actions 
— Agricultural Acts 

Economic Stabilization Ac 

□ 893 Environmental Matters 

□ 894 Energy Allocation Act 
O 895 Freedom of Information 



O 950 Constitutionality 



V. ORIGIN (Place an "X" in One Box Only) 

Gk* 1 Original □ 2 Removed from □ 3 Remanded from 
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Judgment 
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ie U.S. Civil Statute under which you are filing (Do not cite jurisdict 
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